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The finding from this study indicate that the black 
homosexual male population does cope fairly successfully with the 
black heterosexual world. This research sample of 422 black 
homosexual males, found that 70.5 percent reported no problems 
with the police, 80.2 percent had no problem at work, and 90.4 
percent had no problem at school. They also reported that, when 
known about or suspected, most black heterosexual males attempted 
to date them as females and have sexual intercourse. Also the 
present study showed that the majority of black homosexual males 
who have served in the military obtained honorable discharge. 
Additionally in the present study, 88.5 percent report they had 
never lost a job on account of their homosexuality, and 97.5 
percent report having little or no problems on any job they have 
had because people knew or suspected they were homosexual. 
Further findings indicate also that the black homosexual 
male in this research are by no means cutoff from the hetero- 
sexual world. For example, 79.4 percent reported a substantial 
number of close relationships with heterosexuals, and 64.6 
percent say they are socially active in heterosexual circles. In 
fact, 68.4 percent of this research respondents indicate that the 
majority of their friends are heterosexual. 
Nonetheless, the majority of this research sample are covert 
in their homosexuality. Thirty percent of the respondents report 
attempting to conceal their homosexuality from all heterosexuals. 
On the other hand, 20.4 percent claim they try hide it from few 
or none. Thus, only a fifth of the respondents in the sample 
could be considered overt. 
This research was inspired by the statement, that compared 
with white homosexuals, black homosexual males expect less 
negative reaction to their homosexuality and anticipate less 
discrimination from other people on account of it. Some writers 
believe that black men who are homosexual are less concerned with 
passing as heterosexuals and more known as homosexuals. This 
researcher questioned these statements because Staples, (1972) in 
codifying extent knowledge on black sexuality, notes that in 
general, blacks in America have less puritanical attitudes than 
do whites. He believes that while they may be no less likely 
than whites to regard homosexuality as an aberration, blacks are 
"more comfortable around homosexuals and . . . (do) not perceive 
them as any kind of threat." With the latter, this research 
wanted to look at how successfully do black homosexual males cope 
with the heterosexual world. 
This research is guided by societal reaction theory. In 
this perspective, this researcher conceptualize the black male 
homosexual situation according to two parameters : Relating to 
the heterosexual world: Relating to the homosexual world. 
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INTRODUCTION 
One effect of the Gay Liberation movement has been to 
reshape attitudes toward homosexuality. As a result, some 
people have been able to explore homosexual desires they 
previously denied. Some of these individuals decided that 
they are homosexual and have chose a homosexual life-style. 
Many were married before realizing they were bisexual and 
decided to pursue homosexual relationships while still 
maintaining a heterosexual, marital relationships. 
While taking a graduate class in Human Behavior, it 
became apparent that there are many different attitudes 
toward homosexuality. The researcher's recognition of these 
differences among young professional social worker trainee, 
coupled with his own previous work experience with married 
couples in which the husbands were bisexual, lead to a 
decision too research attitudes about homosexuality among 
the black population. 
Homosexuality is not a new sexual phenomenon in the 
world. Literature dates back to Roman period. Today, 
however, homosexuality is a current social issue. The 
public display of same sex intimate relationship clashes 
with fundamental religious beliefs held in the society, and 
the linkage of homosexuality with the feared disease AID's 
intensify strong varying attitudes toward homosexuality. 
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With the current social issues about homosexuality, 
little attention has been given to the black community where 
homosexuality appears to be growing phenomenon. 
Historically blacks have perceive homosexuality to be a 
phenomenon among whites. Sexuality among blacks was defined 
as heterosexual through the identification of black males as 
"studs" to procreate the slave population. This image has 
remained to a large degree depicting black makes as "lovers" 
in relation to blacks and other women. 
Little professional attention has been given to the 
relatively widespread situation of the black male 
homosexual and bisexual black male. The professional 
literature has focused almost exclusively on helping the 
homosexual and through the "coming out process," sex change, 
life styles of homosexuals and legal, social and religious 
issues related to homosexuality. This same body of 
literature reflects a dearth of information about 
homosexuality among blacks. 
The recent literature on AID'S has openly raised 
questions about the prevalence of homosexuality among 
blacks. Aids has been associated with the homosexual 
community and as a disease it is reasonably prevalent among 
the black community. Given these facts it is appropriate to 
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assume that there is a considerable amount of homosexual and 
bisexual behavior in the black community. 
The significant questions regarding homosexuality among 
blacks are: (1) Is homosexuality hidden in the black 
community because black males are more likely to be bisexual 
than exclusively homosexual? (2) What are the life-style 
among those black males who are acknowledged homosexuals? 
(3) What are the life-styles of black bisexual males? (4) 
What are the prevailing attitudes toward homosexuality among 
the black male heterosexual community. 
Homosexuality has been studied primarily by 
psychiatrists and psychologists. Most see homosexuality as 
a psychopathological condition. According to QfBieber, (1980) 
the major proponents of this view describe homosexuality to 
be a pathological, biosocial psychosexual adaptation 
consequent to pervasive fears surrounding the expression of 
heterosexual impulses. All psychoanalytic theories assume 
that adult homosexuality is psychopathological. 
Underlying this conception is the notion that 
heterosexuality is the normal, natural outcome of sexual 
development against which other forms of sexual expression 
are to be compared. Furthermore, the idea of a "cure" is 
implied when homosexuality is viewed as pathological. Of 
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course, not all psychiatrists and psychologists subscribe to 
this perspective, but a sufficient number do have greatly 
affected the way many persons conceive of homosexuality as 
well as the direction research has taken in this area, 
By defining heterosexuality as the norm, there also has 
been the tendency to view persons as either heterosexual or 
homosexual. This not only poses the danger of ignoring the 
great range and heterogeneity of homosexuals (and 
heterosexuals, for that matter), but creates an erroneous 
stereotype of the "homosexual," Certainly it highlights 
the persistent problem of the definition of homosexuals and 
homosexuality that has confused many research findings, 
Finally, the emphasis on cure has often inhibited 
theoretical progress and a better understanding of 
homosexuality and the homosexual, 
Within any society, it is assumed that the following 
considerations are of importance in affecting the 
homosexual's life. Being known about is an essential factor 
in the homosexual's public identity. It can propel a person 
whose homosexuality is of little salience for him into a 
homosexual role. Being publicly identified as homosexual 
means that others may relate to him by status rather than 
his attributes. It would make no different if he were a 
great painter, teacher, businessman, etc. Homosexuality is 
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devalued in this society. Consequently, new forms of 
interaction with heterosexuals may ensue; moreover, a 
publicly identified homosexual must develop patterns of 
adaptation to the heterosexual society. Conversely, 
homosexuals who wish to avoid negative public scrutiny may 
hide their homosexuality for fear of loss of established 
positive public reputations, closure to career advancements, 
and rejection by significant others. Fear of exposure and 
concern with secrecy may determine in important ways the 
manner in which a person's homosexuality is managed and may 
effect his psychological well being. 
Homosexuals are not encompassed by a homosexual 
subculture; even those most involved with the subculture 
cannot completely avoid associating with heterosexuals. 
Thus, homosexuals face a predicament of being rejected by 
family, friends and church. Association with heterosexuals 
can be manipulated within certain limits and within certain 
contexts by the homosexual, and the ability and opportunity 
to do this provide for different ways of relating to the 
heterosexual world. At the same time, homosexuals are 
socialized or exposed to traditional values and moralities, 
and these life perspectives produce a conflict between 
conventionality and homosexuality. 
Social characteristics and background of homosexuals 
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ma y effect their adaptation in a heterosexual society. For 
example, regardless of sexual orientation, a person's age, 
race, and religious background affect his behavior, self 
concept, and life style in certain ways. The homosexual 
from an upper class family background may be more 
comfortable around a heterosexual male of the same status, 
than around a male homosexual from a lower social status. 
The manner in which a homosexual relates to the 
homosexual world is usually more a function of his own 
choice than is the case of his involvement in the 
heterosexual world. The limiting conditions,, of course, 
are whether such a community exists within the reach of the 
homosexual and how developed. The homosexual world in its 
publicity accessible aspects has been described minimally by 
Serban (1978) as: 
"The world of "being gay" becomes reduced to 
their meeting places - the gay bar, the cruising 
street, the gay party . ... It is a world 
highly eroticism because its . . .purpose 
is to find a sexual partner as desirable 
as possible." 
The homosexual, apparently, can structure his 
relationships to the homosexual world in a variety of ways. 
These can range from rapid, impersonal sex in public places 
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to political activism on behalf of the hemophilia movement. 
Other combinations of sexual and social desires can produce 
one-night stands, affairs, nonsexual friendships, and 
homosexual marriages. This pattern of adaptation is more 
prevalent in urban cities than in rural areas where 
homosexual identity is hidden and is expressed in the 
restroom at the bus station the corner of a public park, or 
through a small group of acquaintances. These various 
adaptation patterns have developed in response to rejection 
by a heterosexual society. 
Any analysis of the way homosexuals relate to the 
homosexual world cannot be self-contained. The homosexual's 
world is shaped very strongly by the heterosexual world, and 
most homosexuals travel between both spheres by necessity 
and by choice. Thus, modes of adaptation and their success 
involved the particular forms of interaction and transaction 
the homosexual employs in bridging these worlds. 
There are numerous questions regarding homosexuals 
among black males. Various factors determine the extent and 
kind of association a homosexual has with other homosexuals, 
the most important perhaps being his concern with secrecy. 
The most covert may primarily confine his homosexual 
contacts to sex and make use of public restrooms and steam 
baths, relatively anonymous settings in the homosexual 
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world. For those who accept the private identity of being 
homosexualf while avoiding the public identity, association 
with other homosexuals and membership in a homosexual clique 
is another mode of relating to the homosexual world. 
This study focuses on the of black male homosexuals 
relating to the homosexual world and the heterosexual world. 
Such a study will provide some knowledge of about 
homosexuality in the black community and possibly 
contributed to the development of a protocol of intervention 
with black homosexuals experiencing problems in numerous 
areas in which their sexual preference is a significant 
factor. 
DEFINITION OF TERMS 
"Social" tolerance or intolerance is use in this 
research to refer to public acceptance of personal variation 
or idiosyncrasy in matters of appearance, life-style, 
personalityf or belief. "Social" is implicit even when, to 
avoid repetition, it is not used to modify "tolerance" or 
intolerance. "Social tolerance" is thus distinguished from 
approval. A society may well "tolerate" diversity of life¬ 
style or belief even when a majority of its members do not 
personally approve of the variant beliefs or behavior; this 
is indeed the essence of social tolerance, since no 
tolerance is involved in accepting approved behavior or 
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belief. Non acceptance of disapproved behavior or traits 
does not of course necessarily constitute intolerance. 
"Gay" (or "gai") is widely used to mean a homosexual. 
In common parlance the opposite of "gay" is "straight." 
Therefore, "gay" has been contrasted in this study with 
"nongay. " 
Presumably "straight" is derived from "straight arrow," 
a slang term suggesting adherence to conventional values. 
Homosexuality is the sexual relationship between two 
people of the same sex. 
Homosexual is a person(s) who engages in a sexual act 
to orgasm with another person of the same sex frequently. 
Heterosexuality comprises all sexual phenomena between 
persons of different genders, whether preferential, 
circumstantial, or subliminal. 
Attitude is a state of mind or feeling with regard to some 
matter; disposition. 
Bisexual a person who is sexually attracted to members of 
both sexes 
Chapter 2 
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
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Between the beginning of the Christian Era and the end 
of the middle ages, European attitudes toward a number of 
minorities underwent profound transformation. Many groups 
of people passed from constituting undistinguished parts of 
the mainstream of society to comprising segregated, 
despised, and sometimes severely oppressed fringe groups. 
Indeed the middle ages are often imagined to have been a 
time of almost universal intolerance of nonconformity, and 
the adjective "medieval" is not infrequently used as a 
synonym for "narrow-minded," "oppressive," or "intolerant" 
in the context of behavior or attitudes. It is not, 
however, accurate or useful to picture medieval Europe and 
its institutions as singularly and characteristically 
intolerant. Many other periods have been equally if not 
more prone to social intolerance ; most European minorities 
fared worse during the "Renaissance" than during the "Dark 
Ages," and no other century has witnessed anti-semitism of 
such destructive virulence as that of the twentieth century. 
Of the various groups which became the objects of 
intolerance in Europe during the Middle Ages, gay people are 
the most interesting for study for a number of reasons. 
Some of these are relatively obvious. Unlike Jews and 
Muslims, they were dispersed throughout the general 
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population everywhere in Europe; they constituted a 
substantial minority in every age-rather than in a few 
periods,like heretics or witches-but they were never 
(unlike the poor, for instance) more than a minority of the 
population. Intolerance of gay people cannot for the most 
part be confused with protective surveillance, as in the 
case of lepers or the insane, or with protective 
surveillance, as in the case of the deaf or in some 
societies, women. Moreover, hostility to gay people 
provides singularly revealing examples of the confusion of 
religious beliefs with popular prejudice. Apprehension of 
this confusion is fundamental to understanding many kinds of 
intolerance, but it is not usually possible until either the 
prejudice or the religious beliefs have become so attenuated 
that it is difficult to imagine there was ever any integral 
connection between them. As long as the religious beliefs 
which support a particular prejudice are generally held by a 
population, it is virtually impossible to separate the two; 
once the beliefs are abandoned, the separation may be so 
complete that the original connection becomes all but 
incomprehensible. For example, it is now as much an article 
of faith in most European countries that Jews should not be 
oppressed because of their religious beliefs as it was in 
the fourteenth century that they should be; what seemed to 
many Christians of premodern Europe a cardinal religious 
duty-the conversion of Jews-would seem to most adherents of 
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the same religious tradition today an unconscionable 
invasion of the privacy of their countrymen. Their 
intermingling of religious principles and prejudice against 
the Jews in the fourteenth century was so thorough that very 
few Christians could distinguish then at all; in the 
twentieth century the separation effected on the issue has 
become so pronounced that most Christians question the 
sincerity of medieval oppression based on religious 
conviction. Only during a period in which the confusion of 
religion and bigotry persisted but was not ubiquitous or 
unchallenged would it be easy to analyze the organic 
relation of the two in a convincing and accessible way. 
The modern West appears to be in just such a period of 
transition regarding various groups distinguished sexually, 
and gay people provide a particularly useful focus for the 
study of the history of such attitudes. 
Since ancient times sexual ambivalence has been one of 
man's major concerns and pleasures. It was said of Julius 
Caesar that he was "husband to every mans's wife and a wife 
to every woman's husband." But A. L. Rowse, (1983) 
demonstrates in his book, modern man has often shown less 
tolerance than his forebears, and it is precisely the 
difference between what society does-and what it says- that 
has set the homosexual apart. 
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Yet despite-or perhaps because of-this feeling of 
separateness and the resulting need for secrecy, homosexuals 
have continued to excel in every area of endeavor. 
Michelangelo created David, one of the greatest masterpieces 
of all timef not in spite of his sexual proclivities, but 
because of them. 
Recent studies have shown that many gay men marry 
heterosexual spouses and produce children. One such study 
concluded that 20 percent of the adult black male 
homosexuals and 13 percent of the adult black male 
homosexuals in San Francisco married at least once. A. 
Bellf M. Weinberg, (1979) more than 50 percent of these 
marriages lasted at least three years. Three-quarters of 
the black males rated their marriages as moderately to very 
happy, and two-fifths of the black females rated theirs 
similarly. 
Because information of this nature is for the most part 
unreported by the mass media, society knows little about the 
marital behavior of homosexuals, the impact of homosexuality 
on marriage. 
In the few studies of gay spouses that have been 
conducted, the primary focus has been on gay husbands and 
fathers. Ross, (1969) investigated the marital behavior 
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and modes of adjustment of ten married homosexual men and 
one lesbian woman. He deter mined that homosexuals marry 
for a variety of reasons: lack of awareness of being 
homosexual, flight from homosexuality, a desire for a family 
and childrenf and social pressures. He found much conflict 
between homosexuals and their heterosexual spouses and 
concluded that the typical adjustment of homosexuals to 
their marital partners is poor. 
Nearly a decade late, Miller, (1978) reported on the 
marital behavior of homosexual men. Face-to-face interviews 
with 30 homosexual males who were or had been married 
revealed a variety of adaptations to marriage, which he fit 
into the four categories; "trade husband," "homosexual 
husband," "gay husbands, and "faggot husbands." 
Miller labeled the transition from "trade husband" to 
"faggot husband' "adult sexual resocialization." He 
contended that this resocialization is a difficult but 
necessary process that many married homosexual men 
experience as they encounter the stigma of the homosexual 
life-style after leaving their marriages. 
At about the same time that Miller categorized gay 
fathers, Bozett, (1980) scrutinized their parental roles and 
behavior. Using a sample of 18 gay fathers, mostly from the 
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San Francisco area, he found that disclosure of 
homosexuality by gay fathers to their children and on the 
father-child relationship. Bozett's findings indicate that 
gay fathers can be exemplary parents, whether or not they 
disclose their homosexuality to their children. 
The Bell and Weinberg, (1980) study was a major study 
of male and female homosexuals in the San Francisco 
metropolitan area. They reported that a significant number 
of homosexual men and the women had married at least once 
and produced children. The study also found that lesbian 
mothers, more than the gay fathers, indicated that one or 
more of their children knew of their homosexuality. In 
those situation where the children did know, the parent 
reported that the parent-child relationship was unaffected 
because of it. Interestingly, more of the white fathers 
reported actually telling their children, while more of the 
lesbian mothers black and white, indicated that the children 
had surmised or guessed. None of the Black gay fathers 
reported that their children knew of their homosexuality. 
Bozett's study supports this researcher's hypotheses that 
black men are high on passing as heterosexuals, and that 
homosexual males do not necessarily present a threat to 
their children and society. 
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This kind of thinking by most is another advantage in 
employing gay people as a focus of study in the continued 
vitality of ideas about the "danger" they pose to society. 
Almost all prejudice purports to be a rational response to 
some threat or danger: every despised group is claimed to 
threaten those who despise it; but it is usually easy to 
show that even if some danger exists, it is not the origin 
of the prejudice. 
Boswell, (1980) states that the belief that gay people 
constitute some sort of threat is still so widespread that 
an assumption to the contrary may appear partisan in some 
circles, and those who subscribe to the notion that gay 
people are in some way dangerous may argue that for this 
very reason they are not typical victims of intolerance. 
It should be noted that whether a group actually 
threatens society or not is not directly relevant to the 
issue of intolerance unless the hostility the group 
experiences can be shown to stem from a rational 
apprehension of that threat. Traveling gypsies may actually 
have been at some point a hazard to isolated communities if 
they carried infections and diseases to which local 
residents had no immunity, but it would be injudicious to 
assume that it was this threat which resulted in antipathy 
toward them, particularly when it can be shown that such 
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hostility antedates by centuries any realization of the 
communicability of most relation to disease at all. Moss, 
(1980). 
The claims about the precise nature of the threat posed 
by gay people have varied extravagantly over time, sometimes 
contradicting each other directly and almost invariably 
entailing striking internal inconsistencies. Many of these 
are considered in detail in most literature, but it may be 
worth alluding here to two of the most persistent. 
The first is the ancient claim that societies 
tolerating or approving homosexual behavior do so according 
to Reade, (1979) to their own manifest detriment, since if 
all their members engaged in such behavior, these societies 
would die . This argument assumes-curiously-that all humans 
would become exclusively homosexual if given the chance. 
There seems to be no reason to make such assumption: a 
great deal of evidence contradicts it. It is possible that 
the abandonment of social sanctions against homosexuality 
occasions some increase in overt homosexual behavior, even 
among persons who would not otherwise try it: is even 
conceivable (though not all certain) that more people will 
adopt exclusively homosexual life-styles in societies with 
tolerant attitudes. But the fact that a characteristic 
increases does not demonstrate its danger to the society; 
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many characteristics which, if adopted universally, would 
presumably rebound to the disadvantage of society (e.g., 
voluntary celibacy, self-sacrifice) may nonetheless increase 
over periods of time without causing harm and are often 
highly valued by a culture precisely because of their 
statistical rarity. 
To assume that any characteristic which increases under 
favorable conditions will in the course of time eliminate 
all competing characteristics is bad biology and bad 
history. No current scientific theories regarding the 
etiology of homosexuality suggests that social tolerance 
determines its incidence. Even purely biological theories 
uniformly assume that it would be a minority preference 
under any conditions, no matter how favorable. 
Moreover, other literature suggest that there is no 
compelling reason to assume that homosexual desire induces 
nonreproductivity in individuals or population groups. 
There was no evidence in the literature that supports the 
common idea that homosexual and heterosexual behavior are 
incompatible; much data suggests the contrary. The fact 
gay people (definitionally) prefer erotic contact with their 
gender would imply a lower overall rate of reproductive 
success for them only if it could be shown that in human 
populations sexual desire is a major factor in such success. 
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Intuition notwithstanding, this does not appear to be the 
case. 
Rowse, (1983) states that only in societies like modern 
industrial nations which insist that erotic energy be 
focused exclusively on one's permanent legal spouse would 
most gay people be expected to marry and produce offspring 
less often than their nongay counterparts, and it appears 
that even in these cultures a significant proportion of gay 
people-possibly a majority-do marry and have children. In 
other societies (probably most literate premodern cultures), 
where procreation is separable from erotic commitment and 
rewarded by enhanced status or economic advantages (or 
simply a common personal ambition), there would be no reason 
for gay people not to reproduce. 
The second threat which might be abduced as explanation 
of intolerance and attitudes of homosexuality related to its 
"naturalness." It should be noted, in the first place, that 
the meaning of "natural" and unnatural" will vary according 
to the concept of "nature" to which they are related. 
Not surprisingly, adherents of ideal concepts of 
"nature" frequently characterizes homosexuality as 
"unnatural" sexual behavior to which they object on 
religious or personal grounds. What is surprising is the 
20 
extent to which those who consciously reject ideal nature 
are nonetheless affected by such derogation. This 
confusion, like that of religious conviction and personal 
antipathy, is particularly well illustrated in the case of 
attitudes toward gay people. 
The idea that homosexuality is "unnatural" (perhaps 
introduced by a chance remark of Plato) became widespread in 
the ancient world due to the triumph of ideal concept of 
nature over "realistic" ones. Especially during the 
centuries immediately following the rise of Christianity, 
philosophical schools of thought using idealized "nature" as 
the touchstone of human ethics exercised a profound 
influence on Western thought and popularized the notion that 
all nonprocreative sexuality was "unnatural" Although this 
argument subsequently fell into disfavor, it was revived by 
Scholastics in the thirteenth century and came to be a 
decisive, even controlling concept in all branches of 
learning, from the technical sciences to dogmatic theology. 
The scientific, philosophical, and even moral considerations 
which underlay this approach have since been almost wholly 
discredited and are consciously rejected by most educated 
persons, but the emotional impact of terms like "unnatural" 
and "against nature" persists. Although the idea that gay 
people are "violating nature" predates by as much as two 
millennia the rise of modern science and is base on concepts 
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wholly alien to it, man y people unthinkingly transfer the 
ancient prejudice to an imagined scientific frame of 
reference, without recognizing the extreme contradictions 
involved, and conclude that homosexual behavior violates the 
"nature" described by modern scientists rather than the 
"nature" idealized by ancient philosophers. 
Moss, (1980) contents, even at the level of personal 
morality, the persistence of the concept of "unnatural" in 
this context, when it has been abandoned in nearly all 
others, is a significant index of the prejudice which 
actually inspires it. Historical ethical systems based on 
"nature" opposed shaving, growing flowers indoors, dyeing 
garments, regular bathing, birth control, and scores of 
other activities performed daily by the same people who use 
the term "unnatural" to justify their antipathy toward gay 
people. The objection that homosexuality is "unnatural" 
appears, in short, to be neither scientifically nor morally 
cogent and probably represents other more than a derogatory 
epithet of unusual emotional impact due to a confluence of 
historically sanctioned prejudices and ill-informed ideas 
about "nature." Like "illiberal," "unenlightened," "un- 
American, " and various other imprecise negations, it may 
provide a rallying point for hostility but can hardly be 
imagined to constitute the origin of the emotions involved. 
22 
Gay people are for the most part not born into gay 
families. They suffer oppression individually and alone, 
without benefit of advice or frequently even emotional 
support from relatives or friends. This makes their case 
more comparable in some ways to that of the blind or left- 
handed, who are also dispersed in the general population 
rather than segregated by heritage and who also are in many 
cultures the victims of intolerance. Gay people are even 
more revealing that most such dispersed minorities, however, 
because they are usually socialized through adulthood as 
ordinary members of society, since parents rarely realize 
that children are gay until they are fully grown. Their 
reactions and the reactions of those hostile to them 
illustrate intolerance in a relatively uncomplicated form, 
with no extraneous variable such as atypical socialization, 
inability to contribute to society, or even visible 
abnormality. In every way but one, most gay people are just 
like those around them, and antipathy toward them is for 
this reason an unusually illuminating instance of 
intolerance. 
Kitsuse, (1979) states, only when social attitudes are 
favorable do gay people tend to form visible subcultures. 
In hostile societies they become invisible, a luxury 
afforded them by the essentially private nature of their 
variation from the norm, but one which greatly increases 
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their isolation and drastically reduces their lobbying 
effectiveness. Relatively few gay people today are aware of 
the great variety of positions in which time has placed 
their kin, and in previous societies almost none seem to 
have has such awareness. 
Because of this, except in cases where they happen to 
wield considerable authority, gay people have been all but 
totally dependent on popular attitudes toward them for 
freedom, a sense of identity, and in many cases survival. 
The history of public reactions to homosexuality is thus in 
some measure a history of social tolerance generally. 
Romans inherited Greek attitudes on this subject and 
were in any case familiar with homosexual interests of such 
thoroughly masculine public figures as Sulla and Hadrian. 
Long after public idealization of gay males disappeared in 
the West, they continued to distinguish themselves in 
traditionally masculine enterprises. Richard Lion Heart, 
Edward II, the Duke d 'Orleans, the Prince de la Roche sur 
Yon the grade Conde, the Maréchal de Vendôme - all these men 
noted for martial skill or valor were also noted for 
being gay, and it would have been difficult to foment in the 
minds of their contemporaries any necessary association of 
effeminacy and homosexuality in men. 
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Simon & Gagnon, (1981) believes that one must avoid 
transposing across temporal boundaries ideas about gay 
relationships which are highly culture-related, such as the 
expectation that they must parallel or imitate heterosexual 
relationships (e.g., with one partner adopting a "male" and 
one a "female" role). When gay relations are approved and 
open, imitations of this sort are generally neither expected 
nor evident. Especially where someone may be acceptably 
involved in gay and heterosexual relationships 
simultaneously, one would expect the two to be independent; 
overlap or imitation might occur, but there is no reason to 
assume a prior that it would be in one direction only. Many 
Greek writers use homosexual love as an ideal to which 
heterosexual lovers might aspire. Even in other oppressive 
cultures one must be cautious; gay couples may imitate 
nongay ones, but the nature of heterosexual marriage varies 
widely by the time and place, and gay unions must be studies 
in relation to the customs of their day. 
In a "rural" social structure, extended family 
relations are crucial to the individual's survival: 
throughout his life they provide education, sustenance, 
work, marriage partners and accoutrements, moral values, and 
safety. It is the family in such cultures which allots 
labor roles, and building, etc; which supervises care of the 
young and old and the sick; which arranges marriages and 
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provides child care for parents who must work outside the 
home; which sees that orphans or widows are cared for; which 
passes on wisdom and moral values from one generation to 
another and guarantees property rights and traditional 
divisions of land and resources; which provides for the 
individual a place in society psychologically as well as 
physically. 
In contrast, "urban" societies are characteristically 
organized in political units which explicitly transcend 
kinship ties. Karlen, (1981) believes that urban 
communities can afford to effect a transition to a large 
realm of moral concern because more sophisticated social 
organization in cities removes from the family unit much of 
the burden of social welfare and organization, providing 
schools, divisions of labor, jobs, marital opportunities, 
religious institutions, safety and personal protection, and 
care for widows, orphans, and the sick-all independent of 
one's position in an extended family. Nuclear families 
remain a basic element of social organization in such 
cultures and are consciously protected, but moral codes in 
urban environments tend to emphasize civic, abstract, or 
divinely revealed concepts of right and wrong as 
specifically superior to ethics based primarily on private 
considerations, such as family loyalty. Most urban 
communities,for instance, consciously discourage personal or 
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family justice, especially in serious matters, and seek to 
substitute for it concepts of abstract justice administered 
impartially by the state for the welfare of all. 
Likewise, Karlen, (1981) noted that urban sexual 
morality is often directed toward goals other than 
legitimate position within an extended family. Although the 
family remains the object of legal safeguards and public 
concern, quality of upbringing for children and the strength 
of affective bonds within the family are considered more 
important than the number or status of offspring. Most 
sexual matters are considered outside the proper purview of 
the state; moral codes of sexuality in cities tend to 
emphasize personal purity and the importance of fidelity and 
nonexploitative relations between social equals rather than 
procreation and legitimacy. 
Boswell (1980) states that homosexuality is usually 
tolerated and often idealized in highly urban societies. At 
worst it is seen as a harmless by-product of civilization 
and leisure, causing no damage to the city and possibly 
enriching it through art, commerce, or taxes related to 
amorous pursuits. At best, it is seen as an expression of 
precisely that sort of spiritual loyalty, independent of the 
constraints of blood relation, which creates and maintains 
municipalities and civilizations, a more intense form of the 
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love and devotion which should exist between citizens 
regardless of biological accident or particulars of kinship. 
It is perhaps more than mere coincidence that most Athenians 
attributed the establishment of their democracy to a paid of 
gay lovers and that the Western societies most noted for 
favoring gay sexuality-Athens and Rome-were also those most 
closely associated with urban democracy. 
Boswell, (1980) goes on to say that these 
generalizations must be viewed with extreme caution. 
Exceptions to these broad categories will immediately 
present themselves. Nomadic rural societies-e.g., Bedouins 
and American Indians-are generally favorable to gay people, 
and urban societies characterized by extreme concern with 
conformity are often hostile to them. The small amount of 
extent empirical data regarding the incidence of homosexual 
behavior (and all extramarital sexuality) does indicate a 
significant difference in urban and rural mores, but it also 
demonstrates that homosexuality is by no means unknown in 
rural environments. 
This idea about "urban-rural" differences according to 
Barnhouse, (1982) is advanced only to suggest to readers 
ways of understanding some of the changes in popular 
attitudes. The aim is not to establish its certainty or 
even great likelihood but, rather, to propose it as one 
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among many possible working hypotheses. At best it would 
account for only a small portion of the phenomena to which 
it relates, and many other factors will have to be 
discovered and analyzed before its relative importance can 
be determined. 
Research has shown that in many cases it clearly has no 
bearing at all. Even if the extent to which a society is 
"rural" or "urban" has some effect on public attitude and 
tolerance regarding sexuality, it is often completely 
overridden by other aspects of social organization. As 
Barnhouse, (1982) points out, the transition from tolerance 
to hostility has little if anything to do with the dichotomy 
of "urban-rural differences ; it was almost wholly the 
consequence of the rise of corporate states and institutions 
with the power and desire to regulate increasingly personal 
aspects of human life. Minorities in states invested with 
substantial power over private lives of citizens inevitably 
fare only as well as the central authority wishes. Although 
the period of greatest urbanization in Rome took place under 
the Empire, gay people were actually safer under the 
Republic, before the state has the authority or means to 
control aspects of the citizenry's personal lives. Any 
government with the power, desire, and means to control such 
individual matters as religious belief may also regulate 
sexuality, and since gay people appear to be always a 
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minority, the chance that their interests will carry great 
weight is relatively slight. 
In recent years a great deal of attention has been 
given to the role of black women and their super-oppressed 
status in American society. This emphas-is on black women 
was generated by the women's liberation movement and 
highlighted the domination of the society by men and the 
subordinate role of women Wallace, (1979). Most of the 
literature has focused on the privileges of masculinity in 
gaining access to the values and goals of the culture. 
Males have begun to question themselves, their own sex-role 
expectations and to assess the negative consequences, as 
well as the advantages of their gender, Staples, (1983). 
American attitudes toward sex in general have been 
termed "erotophobic" that is, involving exaggerated 
anxieties and fears of sexual behavior of all types with 
inordinate attempts to place such activities under societal 
regulation. Paramount among such concerns has been male 
homosexual behavior. According to Kinsey, (1955) in our 
American culture there are no types of sexual activity which 
are as frequently condemned because they depart from the 
mores and the publicly pretended custom as homosexual 
activities. There are particularly no European groups, 
unless it be England, and few if any cultures elsewhere in 
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the world which have become as disturbed over male 
homosexuality as we have here in the United States. 
In the case of black men, their subordination as a 
racial minority has more than cancelled out their advantages 
as males in the large society. Any understanding of their 
experience will have to come from an analysis of the complex 
problems they face as blacks and as men, Staples, (1983). 
Unlike white males, they have few privileges in this society 
except vis-a-vis black women, and even that advantage is 
being eroded by black women who have a competitive edge over 
some black males for certain jobs. Indeed, in comparison to 
white males, black men find themselves on the negative side 
of social statistics in the health, employment, education, 
income, etc. As a result they have to examine the 
sociocultural forces which have combine to create the 
increasing plight of black men in the United States. 
Black men face certain problems related to 
institutional racism and environments which often do not 
prepare them very well for the fulfillment of masculine 
roles. In addition to the problems created by institutional 
and overt discrimination, they encounter the negative 
stereotyping that exists on all levels about them; being 
socially castrated, insecure in their male identity, and 
lacking in a positive self-concept. Most of these negative 
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stereotypes have been perpetuated by the social science 
literature, and have stemmed from failure to understand the 
meaning and form of masculinity in the black culture and as 
a result of the application of white norms to black 
behavior. 
Folklore and research both depict the black male as 
preoccupied with his role as a lover and sexual partner. 
The concept of black male hypersexuality dates as far back 
as the sixteenth century, when Englishmen described Africans 
as beset by an unrestrained lustfulness, Jordon, (1978). 
Until recently, the trait of black male sexual competency 
was pejoratively viewed as the sexuality of beasts and the 
bestiality of sex. A less racist conception of black male 
sexuality is that is a secondary symbol of manhood in a 
society that denies him the primary signs of masculinity, 
such as high status jobs, Grier & Cobb, (1968). 
Psychiatrists, Grier and Cobb, have suggested that it is a 
symbol of power employed as an armament and used as a 
cautious and deliberate weapon against whites. 
Staples, (1983) believes that such ascriptions of 
underlying motives and drives ignore the normative sexual 
socialization patterns of black men in this society. They, 
as well as females, are very early socialized into 
heterosexual relations by their culture and extended family 
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system. A sexual orientation is well their other 
expressions of masculinity. Less rigid age and sex roles in 
the black community expose them at an early age to a more 
permissive sexual ethos. Because the restraints placed on 
her white counterpart, black male sexuality has been 
liberated and has provided a greater opportunity structure 
for sexual contacts. It is only in puritanical culture such 
as exists in the United States that male sexual interest is 
viewed with the approbation imposed on black males. 
Wallace, (1979) says there is little doubt that black 
men are the most liberal of the sex-race groups They start 
dating earlier, are more likely to have a romantic 
involvement in high school, have the most liberal sexual 
attitudes, and are most inclined to have non-marital sex 
without commitment. This does not mean that they have no 
sexual standards, but only that thee ones they have are 
less conservative than those of other sex-race groups. 
Charges of black male hypersexuality have often come 
from white males, for reasons that many think are suspect. 
The sexual prowess of black men, whether true or not, has 
been seen as a threat to the powerful status of the white 
male in this society. Such fears have been symbolically 
manifested in attempts to castrate black men as part of the 
lynchings and other acts of terror against them. This led 
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Clark, (1965) to suggest: "The white man in America has, 
historically, arranged to have both white and Negro women 
available to him. He has claimed sexual priority with both, 
and, in the process he has sought to emasculate Negro men. 
"Stember, (1976) believe that black men still pose a sexual 
threat to white manhood although most whites would probably 
not admit it. Schulman, (1979) in his sociological 
experiment demonstrated that even liberal white males can be 
rankled to violence by the hint of black sexual competition. 
Homosexuality is the most difficult behavior of blacks 
to trace historically. Wherever social contact between 
persons of the same sex has existed, there has probably been 
some homosexual behavior. In pre-colonial Africa there was 
traditionally a division of labor, separate initiation 
training for males and females, in addition to economic and 
socio-political associations organized along gender lines. 
The practice, for instance, of some African tribes of 
sending young male children off to separate compounds may 
have produced some homosexual behavior. Such practices are 
rarely noted in the literature on African society, Staples, 
(1983). 
One of the effect of the sexual revolution is the 
increase in visible homosexuality. It is one area in the 
changing of sexual values that has significant black 
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participation. However, the increase in people assuming 
overtly gay life-styles is largely confined to black males. 
It is not known how many people in the United States are 
exclusively homosexual, but estimates range from 5 to 20 
percent of the total population. Stapl.es, (1983) states 
that the nation's prison inmates because of the 
unavailability of women continue their homosexual practice 
after their release. Their reasons for turning to 
homosexual life-styles vary, ranging from a desire to escape 
family responsibilities to acquiring money through 
prostitution. 
It is not known whether homosexuality is more or less 
prevalent in the black population than in the white because 
there is little data available on the subject for blacks. 
Some writers have claimed that blacks have a greater 
incidence of male homosexuality than whites. The reason for 
their belief is that female-headed households in the black 
community have resulted in a lack of male role models for 
male black children. Staples, (1971). However, there is no 
evidence to support this supposition. 
There are various sociological and psychological 
studies which purport to show how black males are de- 
masculinized, and suggest in fact, that they may be latent 
homosexuals. Pettigrew, (1984) cite the reason as being 
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that black males reared in female-centered households are 
more likely to acquire feminine characteristics because 
there is no consistent adult male model or image to shape 
their personalities. Frazier (1962) stated that since black 
males are unable to enact the masculine role, they tend to 
cultivate their personalities to compensate for their 
inferior status in relation to men. 
Throughout history the literature clearly points out 
that sex role identity is crucial to a person's values, 
life-style and personality. Staples, (1971) states that 
beginning with the fact that slave men and women were 
equally subjugated to the capricious authority of the 
slaveholder, the African male saw his masculinity challenged 
by the rape of his woman and children, the rations issued in 
the name of the woman and children bearing her name - while 
his presence went unrecognized. These practices may have 
presaged the beginning of a healthier sexual equalitarianism 
than was possible for whites, but hey also provoked 
constrictions and dilemmas for black men in American 
society. 
Sex role identity is said to be crucial to a person’s 
values, life-style and personality. Black men have always 
had to confront the contradiction between the normative 
expectations attached to being male in this society and the 
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proscriptions on their behavior and achievement of goals. 
Most believe that this has psychological ramifications which 
have to be explored or understood. Instead, he is 
subjected to societal opprobrium for failing to live up to 
the standards of manhood on the one hand and for being super 
macho on the other. In in the past there was the assertion 
that black men were effeminate because they were raised in 
households with only a female present or one which a weak 
father figure. This type of societal attitude has led to 
the black male's self-devaluation qua man and set the stage 
for internecine conflict within the black .community. 
THEORETICAL ORIENTATIONS 
This research is guided by societal reaction theory. 
As stated in the beginning, since in this society the status 
given the homosexual is a deviant one, reaction theory does 
not view "deviance" as inhering in particular types of 
behaviors. Rather it sees "deviance" as a sociological 
phenomenon, being defined by the evaluations and responses 
of people to various behaviors. Therefore, what makes 
homosexuality "deviant," according to reaction theory, is 
not anything about the behavior per se but rather the fact 
that people differentiate, stigmatize, and penalize alleged 
homosexuals 
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In the context of the societal reaction theory 
perspective, this research conceptualize the black 
homosexual male situation according to four parameters : (1) 
Is homosexuality hidden in the black community because black 
males are more likely to be bisexual than exclusively 
homosexual? (2) What are the perceived reactions that black 
community has to those males who are acknowledged 
homosexuals. (3) What are the prevailing attitudes toward 
homosexuality among the black male heterosexual community. 
Staples, (1983) believe that it is difficult to think 
of a more controversial role in American society than that 
of the black male. He states that he is a visible figure on 
the American scene, yet the least understood and studied of 
all sex-race groups in the United States. His cultural 
image is usually one of several types: the sexual superstud, 
the athlete, and the rapacious criminal. That is how he is 
perceived in the public consciousness, interpreted in the 
dominant media and ultimately how he comes to see and 




The aim of this exploratory descriptive study is to 
examine the social adaptation that black homosexual males 
make to the homosexual and heterosexual world. 
A purposive sample was used in this study due to the 
topic of study and the secrecy of homosexuality in the black 
community. Four Atlanta areas were chosen to obtain data on 
the homosexual population. They were (1) inner-city 
(downtown residential area between 10th and 14th street. 
(2) selected residential sections of Dekalb and Fulton 
county, and (3) outline areas of Atlanta. Color coding for 
each location was given. The inner-city was given a yellow 
code, Fulton county an orange code, and Dekalb county a blue 
code. The instrument used for collecting data in this study 
vas developed by the researcher. No pretest of instrument 
was done prior to its use. 
Given the nature of this study it was necessary for the 
researcher to utilize multiple strategies to obtain 
information. First, five volunteers were used to distribute 
and collect completed questionnaires in two local bars known 
as "homosexual bars." 
The questionnaire containing thirty-three (33) 
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questions which was constructed for the black homosexual 
male and distributed to a black hemophiliac organization, 
homosexual bars, and homosexual clubs. Additionallyr the 
city directory was consulted and 10th to 14th street area 
was selected for mailing out questionnaires after the area 
was known to be a residential section for a number of black 
homosexual males. The city directory was used to identify 
names that appeared to be black and questionnaires were 
mailed to these addresses under the name "occupants." 
The questionnaire used for the black homosexual male 
contained descriptive questions with multiple choice answers 
applying to the individual and questions using a Likert type 
scales for responses. 
Some of the questions asked in the questionnaire given 
to the black homosexual male population were: Of all your 
friends, how many are (to your knowledge) heterosexual? 
What do you thank most heterosexuals that know you think of 
you? I have had sex with a number of married black males. 
I find that it is easier for me to talk to male 
heterosexuals than to female heterosexuals. 
In computing the response distributions, the researcher 
omitted those respondents for who the items was not 
applicable as well as those who did not respond to that 
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item. Four hundred and twenty-two (422) were completed and 
returned from the homosexual community. 
The alpha coefficient was used to measure findings. It 
is a measure of internal consistency of a composite measure 
(taking into account the number of items). 
At times there was no strong theoretical rationally for 
computing alpha. In those instances (for example, the 
putative response of specific others to the respondent's 
homosexuality), each item has its own individual focus, and 
there is no reason to expect a high intercorrelation between 
the different items in the measure (although a high alpha is 
often obtained). In such instances items were combined into 
the composite measure for additive purposes (that is, 
multiple items with low intercorrelations can comprise a 
theoretically meaningful dimension). In these cases the 
alpha is presented primarily for readers who might be 
interested in the intercorrelation. Where such composites 
did not produce findings, the items comprising them were 
individually run. When no alpha is presented for a group of 
items, they were always used individually and not as a 
composite. 
In this research it is not claim that the findings and 
conclusions can be generalized to the total population of 
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homosexual black males in society. This research does, 
however, claim that through the use of reasonable criteria 
the findings provide the basis for conclusions about a 
significant number of black homosexuals in Atlanta society. 
Some limitations are usually inherent in an exploratory 
study. The limitation in this study were: (1) respondent 
accurate representation of sexual preference : (2) accurate 
racial identification of respondents identified through the 
"city directory," and (3) the instrumentation was limited in 
scope. 
Any analysis of the way homosexuals relate to the 
homosexual world cannot be self-contained. The homosexual's 
world is shaped very strongly by the heterosexual world, and 
most homosexuals travel between both spheres by necessity 
and by choice. Thus, modes of adaptation and their success 
involve the particular forms of interaction and transaction 
the homosexual employs in bridging these worlds. 
42 
CHAPTER 4 
PRESENTATION OF RESULTS 
The findings from this study indicate that the black 
homosexual population does cope fairly successfully with the 
heterosexual world. This research sample of 422 black male 
homosexuals indicate that the black homosexual male in this 
study are by no means cutoff from the heterosexual world. 
For example, 79.4% reported a substantial number of close 
relationships with heterosexuals, and 64.6% say they are 
socially active in heterosexual circles. In fact, 68.4% of 
this research respondents indicate that the majority of 
their friends are heterosexual. 
Nonetheless, the majority of this research sample are 
covert in their homosexuality. Thirty percent of the 
respondents report attempting to conceal their homosexuality 
from all heterosexuals, and an additional 38.5% from most 
heterosexuals. On the other hand, 20.4% claim they try to 
hide it form few or none. Thus, only a fifth of the 
respondents in the sample could be considered overt. 
In this research certain items describe the 
relationship of Atlanta black homosexual male respondents to 
the homosexual world. Regarding association with other 
homosexual, for example 49.0% over half of their 
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socializing is with other homosexuals are males who they 
suspect of being homosexual: 27.0% on the other hand, 
indicate only a small amount or non of their socializing is 
with homosexuals. Sixteen point zero percent state that 
they are not really known among homosexuals and an 
additional 29.0% that they do not know or suspect any of 
their friends of being homosexual. While 30.0% attend 
homosexual bars and clubs once a week or more, 34.0% never 
or almost never attend. 
Acculturation to the homosexual world might be tapped 
by two questions concerning behaviors that black homosexual 
males said took time to get used to (often more so than 
actual sexual practices) and which were thought to be 
engaged in less by black homosexual males who had infrequent 
contact with the homosexual world. The items, along with 
the percentage of respondents engaging in these practices, 
are: having "necked" with other men (96%) and having danced 
slow dances with other men (75%). 
In terms of sexual behavior, 55.0 percent engaging in 
most of the various form of homosexual practices. As for 
frequency, in the six months prior to completing the 
questionnaire, 50.0 percent of the respondents report having 
homosexual relations about once a week or more; 24.0 percent 
report having homosexual relations once a month or less. 
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Additionally, regarding the exclusiveness of their 
bisexuality, 56.0 percent say they have engaged in sexual 
intercourse with a female, but only 11 percent of the 
respondents report having done so within the six months 
prior to completing the questionnaire. Eighty-three point 
zero percent are single and have never been heterosexually 
married. In classifying their sexual orientation, 51.0% 
stated they are exclusively bisexual, 30.0% predominantly 
so, and the remainder more homosexual. 
Finally, two sets of items indicate that a large 
percentage of respondents do not feel they are responsible 
for their bisexual, homosexuality and are disinclined to 
give it up even if this was possible. Fifty-six point zero 
percent say they are not responsible for being the way they 
are, 55.0% stated that it is completely beyond one's 
control, and 20.0% think people are born either 
heterosexual or homosexual, 45.0% say they would not give up 
their bisexuality, homosexuality even if they could; 28.0% 
stated that they would, and 27.0% are not sure. 
Sociologists study deviant behavior have long 
recognized that involvement with others in a similar 
situation has important ramifications for personal 
adaptation and well-being. Bell, (1979) for example, notes 
that deviant groups help to solidify a deviant identity, 
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neutralize the effect of conventional judgements, and help 
continue the deviant behavior. This researcher, expect, 
therefore, that compared with black homosexuals who have low 
social involvement with other heterosexuals, those black 
male homosexuals who have high involvement would have 
achieved a better adaptation to their homosexuality. 
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METHODS AND DISTRIBUTION 
BLACK HOMOSEXUAL MALE RELATING TO THE HETEROSEXUAL WORLD 
BEING KNOWN ABOUT - SCALE I (ALPHA COEFFICIENT - .88) 
Of the following people, check how many suspect or know that you are 
homosexual. 
More than About Less Than 
Half Half Half Only a 
All Most few None 
Heterosexuals 
whom you know 
3.3 11.3 9.9 9.9 8.3 52.0 5.5 
Male hetero- 
sexual friends 48.4 15.4 
00 • 
o
 6.1 7.8 6.9 4.6 
Female Hetero- 
sexual friends 4.0 10.0 4.4 6.0 8.1 42.8 24.6 
Work Associates 
People Whom You 
Suspect or Know 
6.1 5. 7 4.1 6.3 3.8 34.1 39.0 
are Homosexual 12.0 29.0 9.0 8.0 9.3 28.0 4.9 
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BEING KNOW SCALE II ALPHA COEFFICIENT = .70) 
Do any of the following people know or suspect that you are 
homosexual? (If your mother or father is deceased, check whether 
they did know or suspect and put a "D" next to your check). If a 
category does not pertain to you, check "Not Applicable." 
Do (es) not 
Definitely Definitely or seem to know 
know(s) Probably suspect(s) or suspect 
Your mother 26.7% 23.6% 49.8% 
Your father 20.0% 17.8% 62.3% 
Brother(s) 29.0 22.8 48.2 
Sister(s) 25.5 26.7 47.6 
Best heterosexual 
friend of same sex 43.6 17.2 39.0 
Wife 49.3 16.2 33.8 
Best heterosexual 
friend of opposite 
sex 39.5 15.8 44.7 
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Anticipated Discrimination 
(Alpha Coefficient = ,61) 
Do you think heterosexual black males are likely to break off 
social relationships with someone if they suspect he is 
homosexual ? 
Yes, most people would 8.3% 
Yes, many would 23.5 
Yes, a few would 33.7 
No 44.5 
Do you think black males are likely to make life difficult for 
persons they suspect are homosexual. 
Yes, most would 9.8% 
Yes, many would 10.6 
Yes, a few would 27.0 
No 52.7 
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PUTATIVE SOCIAL REACTIONS 
(Alpha Coefficient = ,85) 
How do you think each of the following persons would react (or 
has reacted) to finding out that you are homosexual? (If a 
category does not pertain to you check "Not Applicable.") 
Accepting Under Tolerant 
(or it would standing (but not Intolerant 
not matter) (but not under (but not 
accepting) standing Rejecting Rej. 
Your mother 25,3% 18.5% 28.7% 19.4% 8.3% 
Your father 14.0 14.1 29.7 22.6 19.5 
Brother(s) 30.1 16.6 26.0 15.2 11.9 
Sister(s) 31.0 20.5 28.3 12.7 7.6 
Best Hetero¬ 
sexual friend 
of same sex 52.9 14.8 16. 7 8.7 6.9 
Most heterosexual 
friends of the 
same sex 29.0 17.5 24.0 15.2 14.2 
Wife 23.4 24.1 10.2 18.3 24.1 
Most Hetero¬ 
sexual in 
general 33.3 7.9 29.6 21.7 7.5 
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Putative Attitude Toward 
Homosexuals 
How do you think most black males feel about homosexuals? 
They feel disgusted or repelled by homosexuals ... 4.6% 
They dislike homosexuals  26.3 
They have a "live and let live" attitude 40.4 
They have some liking for homosexuals 28.8 
Passing (Alpha Coefficient = .74) 
Strongly Strongly 
Agree Agree Not sure Disagree Disagree 
I do not care who 
knows that I like 
homosexuals 5.5% 14.2% 8.6% 40.0% 32.2% 
1 do not like to 
associate with a 
person who has a 
reputation (among 
heterosexuals) of 
being homosexual* 22.5 42.7 6.9 11.8 16.1 
I would not mind 
being seen in 
public with a 
person who has the 
reputation (among 
heterosexuals) of 
being homosexuals* 11.3 7.4 12.3 23.7 45.4 
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From how many heterosexuals do you try to conceal your 
homosexuality? 
All  29.9% 
Most 37.7% 
More than half  5.2% 
About half  5.0 
Less than half  2.3 
Only a few  10.5 
None   9.4 
These two items were also run as a "willingness to associate 
with known homosexuals" scale (Alphas coefficient = .79). 
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Black Homosexual Males Social Involvement with Black 
Heterosexual Males 
(Alpha Coefficient = .65) 
Of all your friends, how many are (to your knowledge) 
heterosexual ? 
All  15.3 
Most  17.3 
More than half  15.6 
About half  19.2 
Less than half  28.0 
Only a few  2.6 
None  2.1 
At the present time, how many close relationships do you have 
with heterosexuals (other than family members)? 
Many  33.6 
Some ............................ 36.3 
Very few  22.3 
None  7.8 
At the present time, how socially active are you in heterosexual 
circles. 
Very active  38.7 
Somewhat active   31.2 
Not too active  12.6 
Not active at all 17.5 
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TRADITIONAL VALUES 
Check how important you personally think each of the following 
Very 
important 







Not at all 
important 
33.2% 
Traditional Morality 16.2 38.6 30.2 18.7 
Conformity in general 7.9 40.4 26.5 21.6 
To what degree do you think homosexuality violates the following? 
Formal religion  . 36.0% 24.4% 16.1% 28.5% 
Traditional morality.. . 35.2 34.3 15.4 16.9 
Conformity in general.. 36.0 30.8 15.6 13.8 
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Relating To The Homosexual World 
Black Homosexual Males Social Involvement With Other Black 
Homosexuals 
(Alpha Coefficient = ,81) 
What proportion of your leisure-time socializing is with 
homosexuals? 
Most  18.5% 
More than half  13.8 
About half  10.5 
Less than half  5.0 
Only a small amount   30.6 
None  21.8 
How many of your friends are homosexuals? 
All 4.5Î 
Most  ......... 33.1 
More than half  13.4 
About half 14.2 
Less than half  11.9 
Only a small amount 19.7 
None 3.4 
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Acculturation (Alpha Coefficient = .51) 
Yes, often Few times Yes, a once no,never 
Few Times 
Have you ever danced 
"slow" dance with 
another 6.0% 25.3% 29.7% 39.0% 
Has "necking"(kissing) 
been a part of your sex¬ 
ual (Homosexual) experi¬ 
enc  4.1 1.8 15.9 78.2 
Sexual practices 
Which of the following homosexual practices have you engaged in 
at least three times? 
Mutual Masturbation and/or received fellatio and/or performed 
anal intercourse 54.8% 
Has in addition had fellatio performed  11.5 
Has in addition had anal intercourse  13.0 
Has experienced all of the above  20.9 
Homosexual Frequency (Alpha Coefficient =.91) 
In the last six months, how many times have you has sexual 
relations with males? 
Once a month or less 24.2% 
More than once to three times a month . . . 16.8 
About every week to ten days 8.6 
More than once a week 31.6 
Three times a week or more 18.7 
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In the last month, how many times have you had sexual relations 
with males? 
Not at all 16,9% 
Less than once a week 23,9 
One up to two times a week 21,1 
Two up to three times a week 15.3 
Three times a week or more 22.7 
Sexual Orientation 
Exclusively homosexual  ....... 2.1% 
Predominately homosexual, only insignificantly 
heterosexual  4.4 
Predominantly homosexual, but significantly 
heterosexual  13.1 
Equally homosexual and heterosexual 29.8 
Predominantly heterosexual, but significantly 
homosexual .  50.6 
Black Homosexual Male’s Homosexual Social Situation 
For how long have you had mostly homosexuals as friends? 
I have never had mostly homosexuals as friends ... 53.1% 
Only at some time in the past  5.0 
For the past six months or less  0.9 
For between six months and a year  1.4 
For between one and two years 34.9 
For longer than two years 4.8 
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How often do you ordinarily frequent homosexual bars or clubs? 
More than once a week  14.5% 
About once a week  15.9 
About once every other week  7.4 
About once a month  8.9 
About once every few months  12.5 
Less often  7.0 
Almost never  21.3 
Never 12.6 
Exclusive Homosexual Relationships 
(Alpha Coefficient - .22) 
At the present time, is another homosexual and yourself limiting 
your sexual relationships primarily to each other.? 
No 2.5% 
Yes, we have been for less than a month ... 3.3 
Yes, we have been for one to six months . . . 66.5 
Yes, we have been for six months to a year . 22.9 
Yes, we have been for more than a year ... 4.9 
At some time in the past, did another homosexual and yourself 
limit your sexual relationships primarily to each other? (This 
should refer to a different relationship than the one considered 
in the previous questions). 
No 6.4% 
Yes, for less than a month 30.8 
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Yes, for between one and six months 16.5 
Yes, for between six months and a year . .... 36.9 
Yes, for more than a year  9.5 
Black Homosexual Male’s Conception of Homosexuality - 
Normalization ( Alpha Coefficient = .80) 
Strongly 
Disagree Agree Not sure Disagree 
Homosexuality may be 
best described as a 
mental illness 2.2% 8.2 16.3 30.2 
Homosexuality may be 
best described as an 






Demographic Correlates Of Sample Source 
Source 
Mail Club Bar x2 df P 
Has been living at 
present address 
more than two years 
Inner City 65.9% 38.9% 19.108 2 .001 
DeKalb County 52.8 34.0% 29.5 7.678 2 .05 
Newton County 57.6 48.3 39.1 6.778 2 .05 
Clayton County 57.1 42.7 38.5 4.580 2 .20 
Pooled x2 =38. 144, df=8,p 
Is under 35 years 
of age 
Inner City 42.1 68.9 23.465 2 .001 
DeKalb County 30.2 75.5 64.9 24.429 2 .001 
Newton County 64.7 68.5 86.7 8.436 2 ' .02 
Clayton County 61.9 89.2 76.9 15.680 2 .001 
Pooled X2=72.010, df=8,p .001 
Relating To The Heterosexual World By Source 
Mail 
Source 
Club Bar x2 df P 
Is high on passing 
Inner City 57.5% 64.7% 1.359 2 .70 
DeKalb County 59.2 33.3 71.4 16.998 2 .001 
Newton County 24.2 24.6 40.0 5.131 2 .10 
Clayton County 28.9 41.3 36.0 2.546 2 .30 
Pooled X2=26.034, df=8,p .001 
Reports best male 
heterosexual friend 




70.3 56.1 6.167 2 .05 
56.9 76.9 48.6 8.367 2 .02 
Newton County 89.6 80.0 80.0 6.366 2 .05 
Clayton County 82.7 77.9 59.1 5.444 2 .10 




Reports best female 
heterosexual friend knows 
or suspects his 
homosexuality 
Inner City 67.3% 
DeKalb County 46.9 
Newton County 92.1 




Reorts half or more 
of people he knows or 
suspects to be homo¬ 











Bar x2 df P 
56.1% 3.463 2 .20 
51.4 9.737 2 .01 
73.7 10.899 2 .01 
60.0 6.008 2 .05 
Pooled X2=30.107, df=8,p 
59.5 9.939 2 .01 
68.0 .580 2 .80 
56.8 3.601 2 .20 
59.2 12.357 2 .01 
Pooled X2=26.477, df=8,p 
Black Homosexual Males Relating To The Heterosexual World By Locale 
1A. Anticipates Or Has Experienced Intolerance Or Rejection Because Of His Homosexuality 
Fulton H.S./College Inner City Newton x2 df P 
Mail 42.8%(311) 52.8% 8.2% 11.3% 102.645 3 .001 
Club 35.4 12.5 11.0 20.312 3 .001 
Bar 49.3 (73) 47.8 14.0 21.7 19.506 3 .001 
Pooled X2=142.464, df=9,p .001 
Other Areas 
Rural Cobb Inner City 
Mail 51.6% 14.0% 9.1% 253. 2 .001 
IB. Anticipates A Great Deal of Discrimination 
Inner City DeKalb Newton Clayton x2 df P 
Mail 16.9% 18.9% 57.7% 33.8% 42.724 3 .001 
Club 17.7 29.6 30.4 5.592 3 .20 
Bar 21.1 26.9 51.3 39.4 11.694 3 .01 
Pooled X2=60.010, df=9,p .001 
Other Areas 
Inner City Cobb High School 
Mail 26.5% 16.4% 62.5% 149.460 2 .001 
1C. Worries About Exposure of His Homosexuality 
Inner City Fulton DeKalb Rural x^ df P 
Mall 46.0% 51.2% 61.8% 69.2% 30.745 3 .001 
Club 52.4 65.3 59.2 3.471 3 .50 
Bar 50.0 65.4 85.5 80.8 21.897 3 .001 
Pooled X2=49. 171, df=9,p .001 
Other Areas 
Inner City College High School x^ df P 
Mail 56.8% 59.7% 80.0% 66.546 3 .001 
ID. Is High In Passing 
Inner City Fulton DeKalb Newton X2 df P 
Mail 24.2% 28.9 59.2% 57.2 % 68.546 3 .001 
Club 24.6 41.3 33.3 9.456 3 .05 
Bar 40.0 36.0 71.4 64.7 17.407 3 .001 
Pooled x^=76 .497, df=9,p. .001 
Other Areas 
Inner City High School College 
Mail 33.3% 67 .5% 35, .5% 112.226 2 .001 
IE* Is High In Social Involvement With Heterosexuals 
Other Areas 
Inner City DeKalb Fulton x
2 
df P 
Mail 59.1% 45.9% 46 .9% 19.745 2 .001 
IF. Thinks Formal Religion Is Important 
Inner City Rural Fulton DeKalb x2 df P 
Mail 16.0% 49.1% 23.8% 35.3% 36.820 3 .001 
Club 30.8 22.7 43.8 7.658 3 .10 
Bar 30.4 41.3 20.0 48.1 8.035 3 .05 
Pooled X
2=52.513, df=9,p .001 
1G, . Thinks Homosexuality Violates Formal Religion 
Inner City Fulton DeKalb Newton X2 df P 
Mail 43.8% 49.8% 55.6%(54) 58.2% 6.957 3 .10 
Club 38.0 40.4 56.3(48) 5.173 3 .20 
Bar 48.0 40.0 59.2(76) 56.8 4.899 3 .20 
Pooled X2=17.029, df=9,p .05 
Other Areas 
Inner City High School College x
2 df P 
Mail 45.6% 57.1% 48.4% 14.184 2 .001 
2D. Believes Homosexuals Are Born Homosexual 
Inner City Fulton DeKalb Newton 
2 
X df P 
Mail 42.2%(237) 39.5% 22.2% 20.3% 34.408 3 .001 
Club 40.6 (143) 32.9 14.0 13.050 3 .01 
Bar 32.6 (46) 38.5 7.7 13.3 20.543 3 .001 
Pooled x2=68, .001, df=9,p .001 
Other Areas 
Inner City College High School 
Mail 55.0% 42.2 % 22.5% 119.700 2 .001 
2E. Believes Homosexuality Is Beyond One's Control 
Inner City Fulton DeKalb Newton x2 df P 
Mail 81.9% 87.1% 51.9% 59.5% 52.056 3 .001 
Club 82.4 88.2 57.1 21.662 3 .001 
Bar 69.6 88.9 42.3 50.0 22.304 3 .001 
Pooled X2=96.022, df=9,p .001 
Other Areas 
Inner City College High School 
Mail 89.6% 86.6 % 54.9% 150.578 2 .001 
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Differences Between Club and Other Sample Sources in Atlanta 
Source 
Measures Mail Club Bar x2 df P 
Is high in social 
involvement with 
homosexuals 66.7% 97.9% 84.9% 17.236 2 .001 
Is high in social 
involvement with 
heterosexuals 44.4 14.3 34.6 11.146 2 .01 
Anticipate a great 
deal of discrimina¬ 
tion 57.7 30.4 51.3 7.978 2 .02 
Is high in passing 59.2 33.3 71.4 17.998 2 .001 
Reports best male 
heterosexual friend 
knows of suspects 
his homosexuaity 56.9 76.9 48.6 8.367 2 .02 
Reports half or more 
of people he knows or 
suspects to be homo¬ 
sexual know or suspect 
his homosexuality 64.2 88.0 59.2 12.357 2 .01 
Is high in accul¬ 
turation 57.4 92.0 76.9 16.891 2 .001 
Believes homosex¬ 
uality is immoral 13.0 0.0 16.7 8.959 2 .02 
Believes homosex¬ 
uality is not an 
illness 77.8 91.8 74.0 6.175 2 .05 
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Correlates of Being Known About 
Anticipates or has 
experieced intole¬ 
rance or rejection 
because of his homo 
sexuality 
High Medium Low x2 df p m 
Inner City 1.2% 8.8% (80) 27.5% 26.164 2 .001 - .76 
Fulton 4.0 8.6 (279) 26.5 87.222 2 .001 - .65 
Dekalb 26.9 52.1 (334) 72. 7 144.239 2 .001 - .57 
Thinks most people 
feel disgusted or 
repelled by homo¬ 
sexuals 
Pooled x2 = 
df = 6, p < 
257.625, 
.001 
Inner City 40.0% 53.3%(88) 59.7% 6.700 2 .001 -.24 
Fulton 53.5 65.4 (295) 74.0 34.530 2 .001 -.31 
Dekalb 58.7 66.1 (342) 74.9 20.957 2 .05 -.26 
Pooled x2 = 
df = 6,p < 
62.184, 
.001 
Anticipates a great 
deal of discrimination 
Inner City 5.5% 25.0% 37. 7% 21.503 2 .001 -.57 
Fulton 9.1 21.3 40.3 93.061 2 .001 -.57 
Dekalb 32.0 47.4 68.6 90.618 2 .001 -.47 
Worries about exposure 
of his homosexuality 
Pooled x2 = 
df = 6,p < 
205.182, 
.001 
Inner City 9.7% 31.4% 54.9% 39.382 2 .001 -.67 
Fulton 3.1 21.6 44.1 191.262 2 .001 -.75 
Dekalb 19.5 37.8 55.8 97.186 2 .001 -.49 
Pooled x2 





Correlates of Being Known About 
Is high on passing 
Inner City 10,3 38,8% (85) 61.2% 44.151 2 .001 -.67 
Fulton 34,5 68,0 (319) 86.8 197.799 2 .001 -.68 
Dekalb 8,6 32.1 (290) 63.5 255.148 2 .001 -.75 
Pooled x2 = 





Black Homosexual Males Relating to the Heterosexual World, by 
Social Involvement with other Heterosexuals 





cause of his 
High Medium Low x2 df P 
W 
homosecuality 45.3% 46.7% 68.9% 35.157 2 .001 -.26 
Fulton 
Inner City 10.8 10.5 19.2 9.375 2 .01 -.17 
Dekalb 8.2 12.0 23.8 4.175 2 .20 -.31 
Pooled x2 = 48,707, 






Fulton 66.3 57.9 78.1 22.915 2 .001 -.10 
Inner City 62.8 59.7 73.7 10.096 2 .01 -.08 
Dekalb 55.0 39.8 73.9 10.436 2 .01 -.05 
Pooled x2 = 43.447 
df = 6,p < .001 
Anticipates a 
great deal of 
discrimination 
Dekalb 45.5 43.1 66.5 31.693 2 . 001 -.22 
Fulton 20.4 19.2 33.1 13.476 2 .01 -.16 
Inner City 26. 16.3 26.1 3.009 2 .30 .15 
Poolce x2 = 42.160 
df = 6,p < . 001 
Worries about 
exposure of hiss 
homosexuality 
Inncer City 71.6 72.9(228) 84.1 12.962 2 .01 -.19 
Fulton 52.4 49.9(373) 66.1 13.281 2 .01 -.11 
Dekalb 56.1 60.4 (96) 78.3 3.892 2 .01 -.19 
Pooled x2 = 30.135, 
df = 6,p < .001 
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Black Exclusive Homosexual Males Relating to the Homosexual World 
by Sexual Orientation 
Sex Orientation 
2-4 5-6 x2 df P 
m 
Is high in social 
involvement with 
homosexuals 
Inner City 37.6% 72.6i 79.967 1 .001 .63 
Fulton 57.7 72.3 9.484 1 .01 .31 
Dekalb 52.2 77.5 5.743 1 .02 .52 
Pooled x2 = 95.194, 
df = 3 fP < .001 
Has had mostly 
homosexual 
friends for more 
than two year 
Inner City 28.6 59.5 59.492 1 .001 .57 
Fulton 28.0 41.0 6.895 1 . 01 .32 
Dekalb 20.0 58.3 11.793 1 .001 .70 
Pooled x2 = 27.132, 
df = 3 fP < .001 
Has had an ex¬ 
clus iv homosexual 
relationship 
Inner City 40.2 56.4 16.276 1 .001 .32 
Fulton 45.0 61.4 10.271 1 .01 .32 
Dekalb 52.0 62.1 .585 1 .50 .20 
Pooled x2 = 27.132, 
df = 3 rP < .001 
Has high fre¬ 
quency of horn- 
sexual sex 
Inner City 30.5 56.6 40.062 1 .001 .50 
Fulton 44.6 54.5 3.461 1 .01 .19 
Dekalb 54.5 60.7 0.108 1 .80 .12 
Pooled x2 = 43.631, 
df = 3 rP < .001 
Is high in 
acculturation 
Inncer City 21.6 46.2 39.015 1 .001 .51 
Fulton 47.9 59.5 5.323 1 .05 .23 
Dekalb 72.0 75.3 .015 1 .95 .09 
Pooled x2 = 44.353, 




the most common 
homosexual sex 
practices 
Inner City 39.9 61.9 28.453 1 .001 .42 
Fulton 57. 7 72.3 9.484 1 .01 .31 
Dekalb 52.2 77.5 5.743 1 .02 .52 
Pooled x2 = 95.194, 
df - 3,p < .001 
Believes homo¬ 
sexuality is be¬ 
yond one's 
control 
Inner City 40.8 58.3 19.268 1 .001 .34 
Fulton 74.4 85.3 9.531 1 .01 .33 
Dekalb 76.0 89.9 3.000 1 .10 .47 
Pooled x2 .= 30.799, 
df = 3,p < .001 
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Table 1 
Black Homosexual Males Social Characteristics, by Age 
Under 26 26-35 36-45 Over 45 x2 df p 
Attends homosexual 
bars and clubs 
more than once a 
month 
Inner City 55.7% 56.5i 49.5% 24.9% 66.594 3 .001 -.33 
Fulton 84.2 72.0 61.4 46.3 71.937 3 .001 -.41 
Dekalb 82.3 77.4 54.1 53.6 16.491 3 .001 -.39 
Pooled x2 f = 155. 022, 
df = 9 ,p < .001 
Live Alone 
Inner City 30.4% 45.9i 54.8% 57.4% 39.478 3 .001 -.27 
Fulton 42.0 45.6 56.3 60.6 19.539 3 .001 -.20 
Dekalb 52.5 64.6 57.6 70.4 4.058 3 .30 -.16 
Pooled x2 - 59.075, 




Inner City 46.4% 59.4% 55.0% 40.9% 20.889% 3 .001 -.10 
Fulton 57.1 58.5 46.4 44.0 15.141 3 .001 -.16 
Dekalb 64.4 62.2 54.3 50.0 2.345 3 .70 -.15 
Pooled x2 = 38.375, 
df = 9,p < .001 
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Black Homosexual Males Relating to the Heterosexual World by 
Status of Occupation 
Status 
High Medium Low x2 df p ™ 
Worries about 
exposure of his 
homosexuality 
Inner City 61.8% 51.3% 44.6% 12.022 2 .01 .21 
Fulton 67.5 61.7 37.5 8.959 2 .02 .35 
Dekalb 78.4 76.0 64.8 8.422 2 .02 .16 
Pooled x2 = 29 .403 f 
df - 6,p < .001 
Is high in 
passing 
Inner City 67.9 62.7 49.5 11.313 2 .01 .19 
Fulton 39.1 30.8 25.0 8.783. 2 .01 .19 
Dekalb 51.4 32.7 15.4 11.150 2 .01 .46 
Pooled x2 - 31.246, 
df = 6,p < .001 
Is high in 
being known 
about 
Inner City 76.5 83.3 87.2 7.001 2 .05 -.21 
Fulton 63.9 82.5 79.4 5.319 2 .10 -.25 
Dekalb 30.7 39.0 51.9 11.077 2 .01 -.24 
r 
Pooled x2 = 23 .397 
df = 6,p < .001 
Is high in 
social involve¬ 
ment with hetero¬ 
sexual 
Inner City 54.6 46.7 43.0 7.059 2 .05 .15 
Fulton 58.7 39.5 40.8 27.437 2 .001 .26 
Dekalb 50.0 44.2 42.5 .529 2 .80 .09 
Pooled x2 = 35.024, 
df = 6,p < .001 
74 
Con ' t 
Feels accepted 
by heterosexuals 
Inner City 82.7 71.7 70.6 15.042 2 .001 .25 
Fulton 80.9 78.5 68.5 6.931 2 .05 .16 
Dekalb 84.2 90.2 86.8 1*039 2 . 70 -.07 
Pooled x2 = 20 .934 f 
df = 6,p < .001 
Identifies more 
with social class 
than with homo¬ 
sexuality 
Inner City 46.5 47.4 26.2 16.604 2 .001 .12 
Fulton 41.2 31.5 19.0 19.152 2 .001 .27 
Dekalb 35.0 31.4 15.4 4.526 2 .20 .28 
Pooled x2 - 40.282, 
df = 6,p < .001 




Is willing to 
Associate with 
Known Homosexual 
High Meduim Low x2 df P 
W 
Inner City 58.0i 53.4% 72.0% 12.132 2 .01 -.35 
Fulton 66.7 73.3 85.0 3.652 2 .20 -.38 
Dekalb 75.0 70.4 70.6 1.909 2 .50 .05 
Pooled x2 = 13.875, 
df = 6,p < .001 
Black Homosexual Males Relating to the Heterosexual World by Living Arrangements 
Homosexual/Living Arrangement 





of his homosexuality 
Inner City 44.1% 51.5% 58.3% 75.8% 24.097 3 .001 
Fulton 7.3 12.2 17.5 40.0 32.471 3 .001 
Dekalb 3.5 15.2 16.7 5.746 3 .02 
Pooled x2 = 62.314, df = 9 .001 
Anticipates a 
great deal of 
discrimination 
Inner City 18.4% 22.2% 34.8 2.454 3 .50 
Fulton 15.3 25.5 30.6 44.8 23.932 3 .101 
Dekalb 39.8 50.8 59.1 72.1 29.263 3 .001 
Pooled x2 = 55.649, df = 9,p .001 
Worries about 
exposure of his 
homosexuality 
Inner City 43.1 56.1 65.7 75.0 30.597 3 .001 
Fulton 45.3 62.2 76.9 9.041 3 .05 
Dekalb 72.0 73.3 84.0 89.9 15.043 3 .01 
Pooled x2 = 54.681, df = 9,p .001 
Roommate 
  Homosexual/Living Arrangement 
Alone Parents+ Wife+ x2 df P 
Is high in passing 
Inner City 16.1 39.1 57.7 16.636 3 .001 
Fulton 22.8 34.7 36.6 54.8 25.427 3 .001 
Dekalb 54.8 64.5 64.2 83.9 19.288 3 .001 
Pooled x2 = 61.351, df = 9, p .001 
Is hight in being 
known about 
(Scale I) 
Inner City 61.9 52.0 46.2 16.4 44.441 3 .001 
Fulton 89.4 71.0 62.5 40.7 63.025 3 .001 
Dekalb 87.2 65.5 47.6 12.588 3 .01 
Pooled x2 = 120.054 , df = 9,p .001 
Is high in being 
known about 
(Scale II) 
Inner City 55.7 29.8 48.0 16.319 3 .001 
Fulton 6.66 35.8 27.1 19.4 90.737 3 .001 
Dekalb 63.1 43.5 43.4 44.4 - 32.150 3 .001 
Pooled x2 = 57.912, df = 9,p .001 
Is high in social 
involvement with 
heterosexuals 
Inner City 39.5 50.2 58.0 76.2 34.985 3 .001 
Fulton 36.2 49.6 45.1 68.8 22.460 3 .001 
Dekalb 43.8 45.4 38.5 .467 3 .95 
Pooled x2 = 57.912, df = 9,p .001 
Black Homosexual Males Relating to the Heterosexual World by Importance Attributed 
To Regligion 
Importance of Regligion  
Very Somewhat Not Very Not Important 





Inner City 80.3% 81.7% 78.3% 65.2% 28.431 3 .001 .26 
Fulton 60.3 65.9 54.8 45.9 23.861 3 .001 .23 
Dekalb 64.3 64.5 55.7 4.140 3 .30 .06 
Pooled x2 = 56.432, df = 9,p .001 
Is high in 
Passing 
Inner City 42.1 41.6 31.1 25.6 19.772 3 .001 .22 
Fulton 72.0 64.5 63.4 55.2 14.661 3 .01 .19 
Dekalb 36.6 38.6 32.5 .971 3 .90 .05 
Pooled x2 = 35.4.4, df = 9,p .001 




Inner City 22.6 22.0 26.6 33.8 12.494 3 .01 -.18 
Fulton 34.3 45.8 49.6 63.2 29.438 3 .001 -.28 
Dekalb 36.1 45.1 45.6 1.527 3 .70 -.05 
Pooled x2 = 43.459, df = 9,p .001 
Black Homosexual Males Relating To The Homosexual World, By Importance Attributed To Formal Religion 
Importance Of Religion 
Very Somewhat Not Very Not Important x df P 
Important Important Important At All  
Is high in social 
involvement with 
homosexuals 
Inner City 68.3% 74.9 % 83.3% 
Fulton 74.6 80.6 85.4 
DeKalb 80.0 96.6 
Has experienced 
the most common 
homosexual 
practice 
Inner City 49.1 51.2 63.3 
Fulton 30.0 34.5 33.2 
DeKalb 44.8 54.5 
Believes homosex¬ 
uals are born 
homos.--xu,1 Is 
Inner City 28.4 20.5 16.4 
Fulton 57.7 59.8 46.0 
DeKalb   39.5 41.0 
81.3% 16.610 3 .001, . -.20 
83.1 5.330 3 .02 -.07 
89.8 20.560 3 .001 -.37 
Pooled x^=42.500, df=9,p .001 
63. .9 17.586 3 .001 -.19 
40. .3 5.656 3 .20 -.12 
57. .8 2.471 3 .50 -.18 
Pooled x^=25. 713, df=9,p .01 
15.6 14.657 3 .01 .20 
45.5 14.356 3 .01 .15 
36.6 .648 3 .90 .03 
Pooled x^=29.661, df=9,p 001 
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CHAPTER 5 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
How a black heterosexual responds to a person he knows 
or suspect is homosexual depends on many factors: the 
social context, the relationship between the parties, their 
aims and interests, the things they see as relevant to the 
situation, and their perception of what is going on. Even 
though inner city blacks are more tolerant in terms of 
attitudes, the daily like of the inner city black male 
homosexual as a homosexual may not differ from that of the 
black heterosexual male as much as the researcher expected. 
In other words, in middle-class society (from which most of 
the researcher's respondents come) Atlanta black male 
homosexuals may not confront personal rejection much more 
frequently or to the degree that the attitudinal differences 
might suggest. 
Secondly, rather than engulfing themselves in the 
black homosexual subculture, the majority of black 
homosexual and bisexual males make only occasional and 
transitory use of institutions. Moreover, since most black 
homosexual males prefer not to be known as such they pass in 
the everyday world as heterosexual. 
On the basis of this research, the researcher 
conceptualize passing and its effects in a different manner 
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than most. First, it was found that any psychological 
problems associated with black males passing are associated 
more with passing per se. Second, while the two-worlds 
model may be analytically useful in attempting to understand 
the black homosexual male, the findings of this research 
suggest that there is a danger in reifying it. Passing 
seems to be a more subtle phenomenon. Due to the 
predominance of heterosexual socialization, the black male 
homosexual knows how to present himself as heterosexual 
without much learning or practice. In addition, passing 
becomes routinized. The black homosexual male is not 
confronted by two highly distinct lives, and only on certain 
occasions does he ever phenomenologically differentiate his 
life world into two. 
This study also suggest guidelines for the provision 
of social services to black bisexual husband and gay black 
husbands and their families. First of all, and perhaps most 
important, many of these men marry and produce children. 
These individuals may appear at any social service agency 
for help. For most of these individuals, however, spousal 
homosexuality may be an unspoken influence in the marital 
relationship. Its presence must be determined if services 
are to be comprehensive and on target. It is important for 
service providers to remember that gay black men marry for 
a variety of reasons. The findings of this study imply 
that service providers need be aware of the effect of such 
81 
events as coming out, divorce, parenting problems, 
discrimination and its effects, and child custody actions on 
families. 
Finally, the known black male homosexual finds that he 
can still function adequately and continues to do so with 
realistic conception of societal reaction. 
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CHAPTER 6 
IMPLICATION FOR SOCIAL WORK 
The result of this study indicates the importance of 
the availability of a wide variety of mental health services 
for the black gay male. 
Much of the findings of this study suggest that not 
only are black men comfortable around black male homosexual 
men, and not see them as a threat, but only pretend to be 
homophobic because of their fear of being, (as one 
homosexual puts it) "today's trade, tomorrow's competition." 
The beneficial aspects of community involvement 
indicated by the research suggest that there is a need for 
black gay support groups and that such groups may be 
effective, that volunteer work should be encouraged more 
widely, and that treatment should focus on strengthening or 
constructing a meaningful social network. 
Groups for wives of gay and bisexual black men should 
be offered in black community agencies as an intervention 
for the problems that arise when a husband makes it known or 
he discovers that he is interested in pursuing homosexual 
relationships. The group could help wives resolve the 
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issues of the marriage and to make positive changes in their 
lives. 
Like it or not, with the impact of the Aids epidemic 
upon us, social workers will he on the front line of the 
battle field. Social service network in Atlanta is 
currently unprepared to offer services in the black 
community to black homosexual, bisexual men and their 
spouses and parents for a number of reasons, the main one 
being the lack of knowledge and understanding on the part of 
the many black service providers. Furthermore, 
institutionalized homophobic undoubtedly affects many black 
service providers and gay clients alike. In the 90's black 
social workers must develop specialized gay services, and 
must specifically address the service needs of married black 
homosexual and bisexual men. 
Black service providers will need to apply the highest 
of ethnical and professional standards. These must include 
the right to self determination and respect for the helping 
process itself. 
Because enduring intimate relationships especially seem 
to be beneficial to members of the black gay community in 
coping with Aids - related stresses, black social workers 
should offer increased opportunities for couples counseling 
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to help ensure the survival of existing relationships. 
Social workers who work with members of the black gay 
community should be aware of the psychological and emotional 
consequences that the Aids epidemic may have for their 
clients. Black social workers also should promote and 
support policies and measures that combat Aids- related 
discrimination against the black gay community. Finally, 
opportunities to obtain information and to educate blacks 
about Aids and homosexuality need to be recognized as 
integral aspects of social welfare service delivery. 
LIMITATION OF THIS STUDY 
The results of this research have implication for the 
individual black male homosexual seeking a satisfactory way 
of life. However, the researcher's suggestions are broad. 
They reflect probability statements rather than certainties 
and, as they deal with categories of person, may not fit the 
contingencies of a particular individual's situation. In 
addition, this research did not study the various 
longitudinal routes to successful adaptations. 
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SUGGESTED RESEARCH DIRECTIONS 
The orientation of this research was derived from the 
sociological viewpoint known as the societal reaction 
perspective. While the aim of the researcher has been 
primarily to examine sociological aspects of the black male 
homosexual, another area to be looked at is the black 
homosexual male and social psychological aspects of his 
adaptations. This type of research would answer the 
question about the importance of the effect of general 
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This questionnaire is sent to you in hopes of gaining 
information about Black homosexuals for a Master thesis. If 
you are Black and homosexual, please complete the 
questionnaire and return it as soon as possible in the self- 
addressed envelope enclosed. If you are not, and you know 
someone who is, please have them to fill it out and return. 
INSTRUCTIONS 
Indicate the extent to which you agree that the statements 











Are not sure 
Disagree 
Strongly Disagree 
1. I feel that I have a number of good qualities. 
SA A ? D SD 
2. Being a homosexual is something that is completely 
beyond ones control. 
SA A ? D SD  
3. Homosexuals are usually superior in many ways to non¬ 
homosexuals. 
SA A ? D SD  
4. What consenting adults do in private is nobody's 
business as long as they do not hurt other people. 
SA A ? D SD  
5. I look effeminate. 
SA A ? D SD  
6. Homosexuality may be best described as an illness. 
SA A ? D SD 
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7. On the whole, I am satisfied with myself. 
SA A ? D SD 
8. I find that it is easier for me to talk to male 
homosexuals than to male heterosexuals. 
SA A ? D SD 
9. I find that it is easier for me to talk to male 
heterosexuals than to female heterosexuals. 
SA A ? D SD 
10. I do not care who know about my homosexuality. 
SA A ? D SD 
11. I wish I were not homosexual. 
SA A ? D SD 
12. I would not want to give up my homosexuality even 
could. 
SA A ? D SD 
13. I tend to behave effeminately when I'm with other 
homosexuals 9 
SA A ? D SD 
14. Having sex is not a problem since most black males 
be seduced 
SA A ? D SD 
15. I have had sex with a number of married black males. 
SA A ? D SD 
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16. Of the following people, check how many suspect of know that 
you are homosexual : 
1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 







Heterosexuals who you know            
Male heterosexual friends         
Aunts and Uncles          
Neighbors        
Work associate          
People who you suspect or         
Know of being homosexual         
17. Check how important you personally think each of the follow is: 
Formal religion        
Traditional morality        
Conformity in general      
18. To what degree do you think homosexuality violates the following : 
Choose the alternative that best characterizes your situation. Circle 
the number opposite the answer you choose: 
19. Of all your friends, how many are (to your knowledge) heterosexual 
All 1. 
Mos t 2. 
More than half 3. 
About half 4. 
Less than half  5. 
Only a few 6. 
None 7. 
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20. How socially active were you in heterosexual circle when 
you first began to really view yourself as a 
homosexual. 
Very active 1. 
Somewhat active 2. 
Not too active 3. 
Not active at all 4. 
21. How popular were you in heterosexual circles when 
you first began to really viewed yourself as homosexual. 
Quite popular 1. 
Reasonably popular  2. 
Not very popular 3. 
Not all popular 4. 
22. At the present time, how 
do youhave with heterosexuals 
Many 1. 
Some 2. 
Very few 3. 
None 4. 
many close relationships 
(other than family members)? 
23. At the present time, how socially active are you 
in hetersexual circles? 
Very active 1. 
Somewhat active 2. 
Not too active 3. 
Not active at all 4. 
24. At the present time, how popular are you in hetero¬ 
sexual circles? 
Quite popular 1. 
Reasonably popular 2. 
Not very popular 3. 
Not all popular 4. 
25. Which sex are 
sexual circle? 
you most popular with in your he tero 
Mostly males 1. 
Mostly females 2. 
About the same for both genders 3. 
Very few 4. 
26. From how many 
homosexuality? 
heterosexuals do you try to conceal 
All 1. 
Most 2. 
More than half 3. 
About half 4. 
Less than half 5. 
Only a few 6. 
None 7. 
21. Do you think most Black males are likely to break off 
social relationships with someone if they suspect he is 
homosexual ? 
Yes, most would 1. 
Yes, many would 2. 
Yes, a few would 3. 
No. 4. 
28. Do you think Black males are likely to make life 
difficult for persons they suspect are homosexual? 
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Yes, most would 2. 
Yes, many would 2. 
Yes, a few would 3. 
No. 4. 
29. How do you think most Black males feel about homosexuals? 
They feel disgusted or repelled by homosexuals 1. 
They dislike homosexuals 2. 
They have a live and let live attitude  3. 
They have some liking for homosexuals 4. 
30. How many Black males have you had sex with who were married? 
Many 1. 
Some  2. 
Very few 3. 
None 4. 
32. Do you feel of all the heterosexual black males you know, 
you are able to have sex with them if you so desire? 
Many 2. 
Some 2. 
Very few 3. 
None 4. 
32. At the present time are you presently : 
Living with your parents  
Living alone  
Living with a roommate who is also homosexual 
Living with a roommate who is a lover  
Married, but not living with wife  
Married, and living with wife  
Living with a roommate who is bisexual  
33. At some time in the past did another black male and 
yourself limit your sexual relationship primarily to each 
other? 
No 
Yes, for less than a month  
Yes, for one to six months 
Yes, for six months to a year 
Yes, for more than a year 
Yes, but was married 
Yes, but was single 
